Il y a de nombreuses façons de mieux intégrer les personnes âgées dans la communauté, et nombre d'entre elles sont liées à leur décision de rester dans le domicile occupé avant la retraite ou de déménager. Sappuyant sur une approche selon le cours de la vie, cet article montre que les trajectoires des antécédents résidentiels, des relations socio-familiales, du statut socio-économique et de la santé mesurées au mitan de la vie sont associés aux déménagements survenus au troisième âge, de façon directe ou indirecte, via leurs effets sur les trajectoires résidentielles vécues au mitan de la vie. Pour étudier ces relations, nous avons appliqué les modèles multivariés des hasards proportionnels de Cox et de la régression de Poisson aux données tirées de l'Étude longitudinale ontarienne sur le vieillissement. Nous proposons certaines orientations de recherche future pour faciliter l'élaboration de politiques publiques visant l'importante cohorte de « baby-boomers » qui arrivent tout juste au milieu de leur vie.
Population aging, coupled with a shift in public policy to a more community-based model for long-term care, presents major challenges for local planners. Although there are numerous ways to better integrate older people into communities, many are contingent upon whether they will decide to age-in-place, make a local move, or migrate to a different community.
Within the residential mobility literature there is an increasing awareness that moving decisions in later life reflect a lifetime of experiences. As a result, there has been a growing acceptance of a life course theoretical perspective for researching the residential mobility of older people (e.g., Kendig, 1990; Robison & Moen, 2000) . However, much of the research concern-ing the residential mobility of older people focuses on the impact of precipitating events or transitions during later life, such as retirement (e.g., Cribier, 1982) , changes in health (e.g., Longino, Jackson, Zimmerman, & Bradsher, 1991; Speare, Avery, & Lawton, 1991) , and widowhood (e.g., Bradsher, Longino, Jackson, & Zimmerman, 1992) . Little attention has been given to the study of the underlying life course trajectories in which these transitions are situated. Using a life course theoretical framework, this research examines the relationship of life course trajectories measured at mid-life to residential mobility in later life.
/LWHUDWXUH5HYLHZ
A life course theoretical framework hinges on the proposition that the life course is structured by interlocking trajectories involving the scheduling of events and the management of resources and demands both within and across trajectories (Elder, 1985, p. 73) . The interdependency or interplay of trajectories can be seen in the emergence of the socially differentiated life courses of individuals. Although mid-life with few highly scheduled transitions and highly continuous life course trajectories, anchored in earlier life transitions is a relatively stable period of status maintenance (ORand, 1990) , it is also the period when a pattern of increasing diversity begins to emerge as a result of the divergence of earlier trajectories (Dannefer, 1988; Fuchs, 1983) . A review of the literature suggests that these diverging life course trajectories specifically residential history (housing careers), family and social relations, socio-economic status, and health trajectory could have direct effects on residential mobility in later life, or indirect effects through association with residential history throughout mid-life.
5HVLGHQWLDO+LVWRU\
There are two sources of divergence in residential trajectories / housing careers that become important with age previous residential mobility patterns and housing tenure. Previous residential transitions, both in terms of moving frequency ( Meyer & Speare, 1985) and duration of residence (Bradsher et al., 1992; Davies Withers, 1997; De Jong, Wilmoth, Angel, & Cronwell, 1995; Longino et al., 1991; Speare & Goldscheider, 1987; Speare et al., 1991) are often the strongest predictors of subsequent mobility. It has been argued that these variables represent a divergence between mover and stayer trajectories, which Morrison (1971) found to be increasingly apparent with time.
By mid-life, housing tenure represents a major divide in housing trajectories, effectively separating households into two distinct housing markets, with associated differences in life chances (Kendig, 1990; Davies Withers, 1997) . Numerous studies have found housing tenure is a strong predictor of the residential mobility of older people, with homeowners being more likely to remain in their homes (e.g., Biggar, 1980; De Jong et al., 1995; Longino et al., 1991; Speare & Goldscheider, 1987; Speare et al., 1991; Davies Withers, 1997) .
)DPLO\DQG6RFLDO5HODWLRQV
Social support can have a buffering effect on life transitions, especially the less normative ones that predominate in mid-and later life (Cobb, 1979) . Spouses, children, other kin, and friends are important social resources for older people. Family transitions throughout life result in diverging life course trajectories, with different family ties and social support networks (Rosenthal & Gladstone, 1994) .
Transitions associated with marriage and children are important triggering events for moves at all ages (Davies Withers, 1998) . Speare and Goldscheider (1987) found that marital status transitions can have a profound short-term effect on residential mobility but that, with time, type of marital status change does not matter when age is statistically controlled. They did, however, observe a slight tendency for the widowed, separated, and divorced to have higher odds of mobility in the long run. Robison and Moen (2000) found that marital status changes increased the odds of residential mobility for older women but not for men. In general, married older people have been less residentially mobile than the non-married (e.g., Biggar, 1980; Meyer & Speare, 1985; Northcott, 1988; Wiseman & Peterson, 1980) . However, amenity migration shortly after retirement typically involves married couples (Cribier, 1982; Litwak & Longino, 1987; Meyer and Speare, 1985) , who tend to be empty nesters (Rosenberg & Halseth, 1993) .
With the development of chronic disability, proximity to kin, especially children, is an important motive for support-seeking moves (De Jong et al., 1995; Joseph & Hallman, 1996; Litwak & Longino, 1987; Meyer & Speare, 1985; Moore & Rosenberg, 1994; Silverstein, 1995; Wiseman, 1980) . Proximity to children and kin has also been given as a reason for staying (Clark & Wolf, 1992) . Research has shown that the number (Carter, 1988) , gender (De Jong et al., 1995; Speare et al., 1991) , and proximity of children (De Jong et al., 1995; Meyer & Speare, 1985) can be important predictors of residential mobility in later life. However, Wiseman and Peterson (1980) found that the greater the number of local relatives, other than children, the more likely a person with a low ability to maintain independence is to move.
Extensive interaction with friends and neighbours can create strong local community ties such that the emo-tional costs of moving become prohibitive for older people, while those with few social moorings may find moving easier (Longino, 1992) . In addition, an earlier pattern of disrupted social activity may result in fewer social adaptive resources for older people (Wigdor & Marshall, 1995) , leading to a greater relative risk for moving as a coping strategy.
In combination, it may be that family, friends, and social participation provide older people with social resources that make them more able to absorb change in later life with a minimum of disruption, facilitating either moving or staying.
6RFLRHFRQRPLF6WDWXV
Financial status provides a resource base that can serve to constrain or facilitate housing trajectories and associated residential mobility throughout the life course (Kendig, 1990) . However, the empirical evidence for a relationship between income and the residential mobility of older people has been inconsistent. Those with few financial constraints have been found to be more likely to migrate for amenity reasons upon retirement (Meyer & Speare, 1985; Moore & Rosenberg, 1994) . They also tend to move further (Biggar, 1980; Northcott, 1988) , possibly because greater economic resources are required for long-distance relocations (Longino, 1992) . Older people on lower fixed incomes, who are concerned with the continued affordability of current housing, have fewer choices (Moore & Rosenberg, 1994) . The imputed income associated with home ownership can greatly reduce the mobility of low-income older people (Kendig, 1990; Moore, Rosenberg, & McGuinness, 1997) . However, those with lower incomes are also more likely to reduce their temporal distance from their children (Silverstein, 1995) , possibly using social resources to compensate for low levels of economic resources. With these cancelling effects, it is not surprising that a number of researchers have found that income variables fail to distinguish stayers from movers (e.g., Biggar, 1980; Meyer & Speare, 1985; Speare et al., 1991) .
Associated with the income of older people is their participation in the labour market before retirement. Those from the lower social classes, particularly those in manual, blue collar occupations, have fewer personal resources (except social support) than those from the higher classes (Evandrou & Victor, 1989) . They have poorer health and are materially disadvantaged. Birenbaum (1984) has suggested that residential mobility can represent different status passages for different classes because housing can be an indicator of social status and an important source of selfesteem in later life. He argued that for retired working-class older people, status is associated with the ability to maintain their way of life. When those of lower-status occupational backgrounds do move, it is expected to be at a later stage when it becomes difficult to maintain their own household; while upperand middle-class older people can maintain continued high status when they move to amenity-rich retirement communities. However, in one of the rare studies of migration of older people that considered pre-retirement occupational class, Cribier (1982) found no evidence of a relationship.
One final indicator of socio-economic status that may be related to the residential mobility of older people is educational attainment. In addition to its close association with income throughout the life course, education is thought to reflect a willingness to invest human capital in obtaining future returns (Fuchs, 1983) . Henretta and Campbell (1976) have suggested that education also has lagged effects on the well-being of older people, through their ability to plan better and their greater adaptive capacity. However, Biggar (1980) found that there is no overall association between education and residential mobility. De Jong et al. (1995) found that, overall, the very old who had higher education were more likely to move; however, this was not a consistent pattern across sub-groups differentiated by moving motivation. There is some evidence that local movers have the lowest level of education (Biggar, 1980; Meyer & Speare, 1985; Northcott, 1988) and that migrants have the highest (Biggar, 1980; Northcott, 1988) (so there may be a cancelling effect). It is difficult to determine to what extent this simply reflects the close association of income with education. However, education may have an independent effect if the more highly educated have higher reserves or adaptive capacities.
+HDOWK7UDMHFWRU\
Health, in terms of functional ability, plays an important role in life cycle approaches to the study of residential mobility in later life. However, the relationship is not straightforward. While good health can facilitate amenity migration upon retirement, poor health is thought to be the main motivation for support-seeking moves in later life (Litwak & Longino, 1987) . Patrick (1980) has suggested that, at any given age, the relationship of health to the likelihood of moving may be U-shaped. This possibility, he has argued, coupled with the negative relationship between health and age, makes it difficult to analyse the impact of health changes on migration for the older population overall. Regardless, there is empirical evidence of a relationship between health and residential mobility, particularly in the older age groups (Moore & Rosenberg, 1994; Moore et al., 1997) . Also, in addition to health status per se, declining health has been found to be associated with the likelihood of residential mobility for those over 70 years of age (De Jong et al., 1995; Longino et al., 1991; Speare et al., 1991) .
In sum, the literature suggests that a number of life course trajectories identified by Elder (1985) , particularly residential history, family and kin activities, work and employment, and health, can be associated with moves in later life. By mid-life, many of these trajectories have developed relevant patterns of differentiation (Fuchs, 1983) . Mid-life residential history variables affecting residential mobility in later life would be moving propensity, duration of residence, and housing tenure. Family and social relations variables of interest would be marital status and changes in marital status, children, proximity of children and other kin, plus continuity and level of social participation. With regard to socio-economic status, there is some evidence that mid-life income, occupation, and education can be related to residential mobility in later life, although these variables are inter-related and difficult to disentangle, leading to ambiguous or contradictory findings. Lastly, there is evidence that health level and changes in health have a relationship with residential mobility in later life that reverses with time, a possibility that also leads to ambiguous findings.
The overall research objective of this study is to examine how mid-life patterns in these life course trajectories are related to residential mobility choices in later life, both directly, and indirectly through their association with mid-life residential trajectories.
0HWKRGV
The connection between life course trajectories (pathways/careers) and the residential mobility choices of older people has usually been examined using retrospective cross-sectional studies (e.g., Biggar, 1980; Meyer & Speare, 1985; Moore et al., 1997) , or shortterm panel studies (e.g., Bradsher et al., 1992; De Jong et al., 1995; Longino et al., 1991; Robison & Moen, 2000; Speare et al., 1991) . Comparisons of cross-sectional and longitudinal techniques in the analysis of residential mobility have shown clear advantages in a longitudinal approach (e.g., Clark, 1992; Davies & Pickles, 1985) . Increasingly, researchers of residential mobility are using longer-term event-history data and survival analysis techniques, particularly hazards models, to examine housing careers and residential mobility throughout the life course (e.g., Davies & Pickles, 1991; Davies Withers, 1997 Wilmoth, 1998) . Although longitudinal data are becoming more common, they tend to be recent or short-term because of the level of commitment required. Older long-term longitudinal studies remain the best sources of prospective data that encompass both mid-life and later life.
'DWD The data used for this analysis are from the Ontario Longitudinal Study of Aging (OLSA), which began in 1959 with a stratified quota sample of 2,000 employed, 45-year-old men (Ontario, 1962) . The sample was stratified by Department of Public Welfare district, type of community (metropolitan, small urban, and rural), and occupation. The sampling ratios for the districts varied between 5 and 8 per cent. The participants were interviewed in person, once a year (except in 1977) until 1978, when they were 64 years of age. At this time, 1,041 participants were interviewed. Most of the respondents who were still in the labour force in 1978 were planning to retire in the next year when they turned 65. In 1990 a follow-up telephone survey was conducted with the remaining respondents (age 76) or their survivors. In total, 940 participants were successfully traced in 1990 (and complete residential histories were produced), and 870 interviews were completed. Since the analytical procedure used here is a form of survival analysis that takes attrition into account, the sub-sample of the OLSA data selected for this analysis comprised the 1,063 respondents who were still in the study in the year of their retirement or upon turning age 65, whichever came first.
Although the original sample for the OLSA was not random, the respondents at the beginning of the study and those who remained in 1978 were found to be reasonably representative of the corresponding subgroup of the population, specifically Ontario males in the 1961 labour force, age 45 to 65 years of age (Forbes, McPherson, & Shadbolt-Forbes, 1989 ). However, foreign-born and single, never married were under-represented. Educational level was somewhat higher in the OLSA sample than in the comparable sub-group in the population.
Attrition throughout the survey period was comparable to that of other longitudinal surveys, as were the distributions of a number of variables, such as perceived health Thompson & Forbes, 1989) . Those lost to follow-up were more likely to be unmarried, low income, urban participants with a history of poor health (Maxwell, 1995) , who tend to be renters. In addition, interprovincial migrants moving out of Ontario were removed from the panel during the first 20 years of the study. In combination, this attrition introduced a bias towards more residentially stable homeowners. Yet although this affects the proportions of respondents with particular characteristics, relationships between variables for the OLSA data have not been found to be particularly sensitive to attrition (Thompson & Forbes, 1989 ).
An additional limitation of the OLSA data is that they only follow men to the age of 76, and it is not possible to examine the relationships between mid-life characteristics and residential mobility for women (particularly non-married women) or for the oldest old (both men and women over the age of 76). Also, the gap of 12 years in later life (between age 64 and age 76) in the independent variables precludes the analysis of the relative importance of underlying life course trajectories as measured during mid-life and of precipitating events associated with life course transitions during later life. Moreover, there are limitations on the generalizability of the findings from a study of a single gender and birth cohort in a specific period of history, and caution is required in the interpretation of the results. Regardless, these data do provide an opportunity to demonstrate that mid-life patterns can be associated with residential mobility in later life.
0HDVXUHPHQW
The measurement of the specific variables used in this analysis is summarized in The primary dependent variable used for the life history analysis was time to the first move after retirement or upon turning age 65, whichever came first. Number of moves during mid-life was used as a second dependent variable, to examine indirect effects of mid-life variables on residential mobility in later life through their association with mid-life residential history.
The independent mid-life variables can be generally grouped by the four life course trajectories. Where possible, both state and change measures were developed to describe mid-life patterns in each trajectory. Briefly, residential history measures included number of mid-life moves, years of residence, and housing tenure. The measures of family and social relations were marital status just prior to retirement/age 65, marital status change during mid-life, existence of children, period of empty nest, maximum contact with a non-household relative during mid-life, continuity of social relations, and a social relations index developed by Hirdes (1989) . Mid-life socio-economic status was measured in terms of income pattern, main occupation, and years of education. Finally, health rating in mid-life and the proportion of years during mid-life with declining health, were developed as measures of mid-life health patterns.
Interaction variables were also developed to examine whether relationships remained constant over time. Each interaction with time was entered as a timedependent co-variate in the form of the product of the variable and the natural logarithm of time in years. In the interest of parsimony, only time interactions that obtained a marginal level of statistical significance (p < 0.10) were retained in the model.
$QDO\WLFDO3URFHGXUHV
Cox proportional hazards modelling, a form of survival analysis, was employed in this research. It has the advantage of being able to exploit the potential of longitudinal data, while taking attrition into account (Hirdes & Brown, 1994) . The results can be interpreted in terms of the relative risk of moving, given specific mid-life patterns, while adjusting for the effect of possible confounding factors. Moreover, it was possible to test whether the relative risk was constant over time, by entering the interaction with time into the model as a time-dependent co-variate. This can be a particularly useful part of the analysis if one has a theoretical reason to believe that the factors that are associated with moves by older people may change over time, as was suggested by Litwak and Longinos (1987) developmental model. By including time interactions, it was possible to examine whether the relationships between mid-life patterns and residential mobility in later life changed with time.
Log-linear Poisson regression was used to examine possible indirect effects of mid-life variables on residential mobility in later life, through their association with mid-life residential history. This was necessary because the number of moves during mid-life was counted data, with a Poisson-like distribution of nonnegative integers with an effective upper limit of infinity. The number of moves was modelled as a function of an intercept plus the effects of the explanatory variables, with the length of mid-life used as an offset (McCullagh & Nelder, 1983) .
)LQGLQJV
The mid-life patterns of the OLSA participants are summarized in Table 2 . Their mid-life residential histories were fairly stable, with relatively few moves and a high home ownership rate. With regard to family and social relations, a large proportion of them were married (93%). Most of them had children, and many had at least one child still at home in late midlife. They also tended to have frequent contact with kin at some point over the mid-life period. Many experienced changes in social activities during midlife. The majority had varying incomes, moving between income groups in a variety of ways throughout mid-life. Forty-seven per cent of these men had blue collar occupations. About a quarter of them retired early. Finally, their health showed signs of decline during mid-life, as one would expect.
5HVLGHQWLDO0RELOLW\LQ/DWHU/LIH
After retirement or turning age 65, whichever came first, 343 (32.3%) of the participants moved before they were lost to follow-up or died. Of those who moved, almost half of them did so in the first 3 years (26.2% in the first year; 15.7% in the second; and 7.9% in the third). This is consistent with the small peak in the migration rates of men around retirement age that is frequently found in the Canadian literature (e.g., Moore & Rosenberg, 1994; Northcott, 1988) .
Mid-life residential history had a strong association with residential mobility in later life, as can be seen in Table 3 . The number of moves made during mid-life by the OLSA participants was found to have a positive association with the relative risk of moving after retirement/age 65. The risk of making a move in later life increased with each additional mid-life move, such that a man who had made five moves was more than twice as likely to move in later life than one who had made no moves. Also, the shorter the length of residence in their pre-retirement homes, the more likely they were to move later, although the difference between the group with the shortest time (0 to 10 years) and those with more than 25 years was only marginally significant (p < 0.10). Homeowners were significantly less likely to move ( p < 0.001). The risk ratio indicates that the OLSA participants who did not own their homes were twice as likely to move in later life than homeowners.
7DEOH'LVWULEXWLRQRIPLGOLIHFKDUDFWHULVWLFVDPRQJPHQLQWKH2QWDULR/RQJLWXGLQDO6WXG\RI$JLQJ
a Percentages may not add up to 100 due to rounding Marital status change at some point during mid-life was not a significant (p > 0.10) contributor to the proportional hazards model of residential mobility in later life. The resulting marital status at the end of mid-life had only a marginally significant ( p < 0.10) association with the relative risk of moving in later life in a time-dependent form. That is, shortly after retirement or turning age 65, there was little difference between the marital status groups in their relative risk of moving. With time, those men who were widowed, separated, or divorced at the end of mid-life were increasingly more likely to move, when other variables were taken into consideration (graphically represented in Figure 1 ). With time, the risk of moving in later life for the group who were single, never married at the end of mid-life became more similar to that of the married group.
When the empty nest measure was entered into a preliminary multivariate model, there was a statistically significant association only for those without children, who were less likely to move than those who still had children in their home at the end of mid-life. Based on this finding, a simpler measure noting the existence of children was entered into the final model. Those with children were more likely to move than those without children, when other variables were taken into consideration.
Looking at the maximum contact with kin during mid-life, those who saw kin on a weekly basis at some point during mid-life were less likely to move in later life than those who saw kin monthly, and this relationship did not vary with time after retirement/age 65. However, there was some evidence ( p < 0.10) that those who saw their kin less than monthly throughout mid-life were less likely to move in later life a pattern that became more pronounced with time, as can be seen in Figure 2 .
Those respondents with a low continuity of social activity during mid-life who had a relatively large proportion of mid-life years with changes in social activities were more likely to move than those with a moderate level (p < 0.05). In addition, a low value in the social relations index, which considers jointly marital status, number of children, family contact, and social participation in early mid-life, was associated with a greater relative risk of moving in later life ( p < 0.01).
With regard to socio-economic status, there was little evidence of a relationship between mid-life income pattern and the relative risk of moving in later life. For those whose income group varied during mid-life or had consistently high or low incomes, the risk of moving in later life did not differ significantly from those who consistently had moderate incomes ( p >0.10). Alternative measures of income patterns during midlife, including income levels at particular times, obtained similar results. The participants whose main occupation during working life was blue collar were less likely to move in later life (a risk ratio of 0.78) when compared with those with white collar occupations (p < 0.05). However, there was a statistically significant (p < 0.05) interaction with time in the association between length of mid-life (time of retirement) and the relative risk of moving in later life. As illustrated in Figure 3 , the longer the mid-life (the later the time of retirement), the less likely the participants were to move immediately following retirement and the more likely they were to move at a later time.
The educational attainment of the OLSA men had a negative association with moving in later life (p < 0.01). Higher levels of education were associated with a lower relative risk of moving.
Using self-reported health ratings as a measure of health trajectories, there was evidence that those who reported poor health early in mid-life were more likely to move in later life than those with consistently good health ratings throughout mid-life ( p < 0.01). Those with early poor health were half again as likely to move in later life as were those with good health, once other variables were taken into consideration. As a measure of the stability of health during the mid-life period, the proportion of mid-life years with declining health had an association with the relative risk of moving that changed direction with time ( p < 0.01).
Those with a high proportion of years with declining health were half as likely to move shortly after retirement as were those with a low proportion, when the period of onset of poor health was controlled, along with the effects of other variables in the multivariate model. However, with time, this group with a history of unstable health during mid-life was increasingly more likely to move in later life, as can be seen in Figure 4.
,QGLUHFW(IIHFWVWKURXJK0LGOLIH5HVLGHQWLDO0RELOLW\ The results of the multivariate Poisson regression model of the number of mid-life moves (Table 4) indicate that length of residence prior to mid-life was negatively associated with the number of mid-life moves (p <0.001). Hence, length of residence, particularly that of long duration, may have had an indirect effect on the relative risk of moving in later life, through its association with the number of mid-life moves. There was also a strong negative association between home ownership and the number of mid-life moves (p <0.001). Marital change during mid-life had a positive association with the number of mid-life moves, as one would expect, given the associated formation and dissolution of households. Hence, marital status change may have had an indirect relationship with the relative risk of moving in later life, through its association with the number of moves during mid-life. However, there was little indication of an indirect effect for the resulting marital status at the end of mid-life.
There was a positive association between those whose children left home prior to mid-life and the number of mid-life moves, suggesting that there may have been an indirect effect on residential mobility in later life. There was also evidence that there might be an indirect relationship between frequency of family contact and the relative risk of moving in later life. It would appear that both those with relatively frequent and those with relatively infrequent contact with family during mid-life were less likely to move, in mid-life and in later life, than those with moderate contact. However, no statistically significant association was found between the continuity of social activity or the level of social relations and the number of moves made during mid-life (p > 0.10).
Turning to socio-economic status, there was little evidence of an association between income and the number of moves during mid-life. Similarly, consistent with patterns in later life, those with blue collar occupations made fewer moves during mid-life. Also, the higher the educational attainment of the participants, the fewer the moves they made during midlife.
No relationship was found between the pattern of self-reported health ratings during mid-life and the number of moves during mid-life ( p > 0.10). Neither was one found between the proportion of years with declining health (mid-life health stability) and the number of moves during mid-life ( p > 0.10).
'LVFXVVLRQ
The results of this longitudinal analysis of a single birth cohort of Ontario men demonstrate that life course trajectories measured during mid-life can be associated with residential mobility in later life, either directly, or indirectly through their relationship with mid-life residential history. Thus they support the need for a shift from a developmental approach, which tends to focus on transitions in later life that precipitate residential mobility, to a broader life course theoretical perspective, which views these transitions within the context of life course trajectories. However, it should be noted that, because this analysis was based on a study of a single gender and birth cohort in a specific period of history, the generalizabilty of the findings is limited, and caution is required in the interpretation of the results. Recognizing these limitations, there are a number of findings for each of the trajectories that warrant further discussion.
Residential mobility in later life represents the continuation of life-long housing trajectories; hence, it is to be expected that it have a strong association with earlier residential histories. Moreover, each of the measures of residential history has an independent effect on the relative risk of moving in later life. These findings suggest that both a history of moving and the recency of the last move are important and should be included in models of residential mobility for older people. This has rarely been the case, possibly because data on moving propensity have not been available. As longitudinal studies become available, this should no longer be a problem.
Turning to family and social relations, it is not surprising that OLSA respondents with children were more likely to make a move in later life. One of the main reasons frequently given by older people for moving is to be closer to children, regardless of distance (Joseph & Hallman, 1996; Meyer & Speare, 1985) . However, it is interesting that there is some indication of a time interaction for the OLSA respondents who were widowed, separated, or divorced at the end of mid-life (p < 0.10), but none for the single group. Throughout later life the single, never married group was similar to the married, much as was the case in Speare and Goldscheiders study (1987) . Although none of those in either of the non-married groups had a spouse to provide primary care, it was the widowed, separated, or divorced who, with time, were increasingly more likely to move in later life, even when the existence of children was taken into consideration. This suggests that previously married men may be increasingly vulnerable during later life, or increasingly more reluctant to live alone, regardless of the time at which they became non-married, especially when one considers that the OLSA participants were approximately 76 years old at the end of the study and were just entering the age when large increases in disability are common.
It is also interesting that those who had monthly contact with kin during mid-life were more likely to move than those with either more or less contact. Possibly, interaction with kin was important to those with monthly contact, but factors such as distance or busy schedules inhibited more frequent face-to-face interaction. Under these conditions, declining functional ability may have been a motivation for moving closer to the kin with whom they regularly interacted, who were sources of social support. Participants who had more frequent contact with kin, possibly because they lived in close proximity, made fewer moves during mid-life and were less likely to move in later life. Those who had less than monthly contact with kin may not have had a strong kinship network upon which to draw for support and may have compensated through social interaction with other members of the local community (Rosenthal & Gladstone, 1994) . In general, those OLSA participants who were more socially integrated within the local community during mid-life, as indicated by frequent contact with kin, moderate to high continuity of social activity, and a moderate to high score on the social relations index, were less likely to move in later life.
It is frequently argued that financial constraints or pressures result in a socio-economic selectivity in the residential mobility patterns of older people (e.g., Biggar, 1980; Longino, 1992; Meyer & Speare, 1985) . The results of the present analysis indicate that mid-life income does not distinguish between movers in later life and those who age-in-place. This is to be expected if there is a cancelling effect due to high incomes facilitating moves for some, while affordability problems pressure others with low incomes to move (Biggar, 1980; Wiseman, 1980) . However, OLSA participants who were blue collar workers were less likely to move in both mid-and later life than were those with white collar occupations. This is consistent with Evandrou and Victors (1989) finding that those with blue collar occupations have lower resource levels, which could make moving difficult. A similar result would also be expected using Birenbaums (1984) argument that aging-in-place helps working-class older people maintain their social status. Further research into the relationship between class and residential mobility in later life is required to examine the relative merits of these explanations.
An unexpected finding was that the higher the educational attainment of OLSA participants the more likely they were to age-in-place. This is contrary to the expectation that education would have a slightly positive or no effect on residential mobility in later life (Biggar, 1980) . For example, Northcott (1988) found that university-educated older men in Canada were the most mobile group. Possible explanations of the different results in the present analysis are associated with attrition, the distance of the move, and/or seasonal migration patterns. Although Maxwell (1995) found no evidence of a relationship between education and the loss of OLSA participants due to a move, men making moves out of Ontario during mid-life were dropped from the study, resulting in a longitudinal sample with a history of shorter distance moves. Also, much of the literature considers intra-provincial or intra-state moves to be local. If one excludes the intra-state movers from Biggars (1980) analysis, the educational attainment of stayers is higher than that of movers, as is the case with the present analysis of moves that are predominantly intra-provincial. Finally, older residents of southern Ontario already live in one of the most desirable regions of Canada, and those wishing to move to amenity-rich locations with warmer climates tend to go to the American sun belt states. However, the different health care system in the United States discourages permanent migration. Seasonal migrants to Florida from Canada have above average levels of education (Tucker, Marshall, Longino, & Mullins, 1988) , which could mean they have a greater adaptive capacity, facilitating the strategic and complex decision processes associated with seasonal migration (Marshall, Longino, Tucker, & Mullins, 1989) . The OLSA respondents appear to have a similar pattern to that of the Parisians studied by Cribier (1982) , who found that the more highly educated who lived in desirable districts of Paris and could afford to take long holidays in amenity seaside locations were less likely to make a permanent migration. Unfortunately, the OLSA respondents were not asked about their seasonal migration patterns.
A second unexpected finding was that length of midlife, a control variable that is also a measure of early retirement, had a relationship with residential mobility that reversed with time. Few researchers studying the residential mobility of older people have explicitly examined age at retirement, possibly because this information was not readily available. Heaton, Clifford, and Fuguitt (1980) observed that men age 45 to 64 who were retired were more likely to migrate to amenity-rich areas than were retirees 65 years of age or over, but age at retirement was not known. In the present analysis, not only were early retirees more likely to move shortly after retirement but, with time, they were increasingly less likely to move as compared with those retiring at a later age. Those making an early retirement would probably have the economic resources both to retire and to facilitate an amenity move. Following the logic of Litwak and Longinos (1987) developmental model, there would also be a longer period after retirement before an agerelated decline in health would lead to the need for an assistance move for this group. Many of those who remained in the work force longer may have done so because they could not afford to leave before mandatory retirement age. At retirement, they would have been older and may have had fewer health or economic resources with which to make an amenity move. Moreover, there would be a shorter period of time after retirement before disability set in and they began to make support-seeking moves. In combination, these trends could explain a relationship that reverses with time. Period effects could also have played a part.
Health trajectories are of great importance to the interpretation of the findings for each of the trajectories. Hence, it is not surprising that both measures of the mid-life health had independent associations with the relative risk of moving in later life. While those with an early onset of poor health were more likely to move in general, those with a high proportion of midlife years with declining health were less likely to move shortly after retirement. Possibly, those men with less stable mid-life health histories were more conservative in their mobility choices in later life because of an inability to predict future health, or an anticipation of a rapid decline, which made them less willing or able to cope with the added stress of a move before the need for assistance made a move unavoidable. Those with more stable health, even if it was poor, may have been better able to assess the relative costs and benefits of an earlier move. Importantly, these findings are consistent with U-shaped nature of the relationship between health and moving in later life suggested by Patrick (1980) . The advantage of a survival analysis is that, with the inclusion of a time interaction, there is no cancelling effect and one is able to examine the effects of this reversing trend over time within the same model. However, because of the 12-year gap in the OLSA data between age 64 and age 76, it was not possible to test Patricks hypothesis fully by including health transitions during later life in the model. As new longitudinal studies become available, it will be possible to examine the relative contributions both of life course trajectories measured at earlier points and of the transitions during later life to the residential mobility decisions of the older people.
The results of this study suggest that further research, involving a comparable study with a larger sample size, including both men and women from different birth cohorts, over a longer period of time in later life and across a larger geographical area, with more information on income, period of empty nest, seasonal migration, and post-retirement characteristics around the time of moves, would be useful in the evaluation both of the relative merits of alternative explanations and of the extent to which the present findings can be generalized to other birth and gender cohorts.
In the absence of similar longitudinal studies on which to base a comparison, this analysis provides evidence that mid-life patterns can be associated with residential mobility choices in later life and this finding in itself has important implications for planning for an aging population. The key is the adoption of an expanded life course perspective on the residential mobility of older people, which considers life course trajectories, in addition to transitions in later life. With the large baby-boom cohorts just entering mid-life, it will be possible to start examining their life course patterns in comparison with those of the OLSA cohort. Rather than assuming that the baby boomers are just more of the same, policy planners can begin to look for similarities and differences between the cohorts that could influence the relationships between life course trajectories and residential mobility in later life. As more longitudinal studies become available, the relationships for different gender and birth cohorts can be examined to better understand the influence of age, period, and cohort on the residential mobility choices of older men and women. 
